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Appendix A contains detailed cost estimates for the case studies presented in 
Chapter Three.  DC&E used the generic cost estimate tool included and de-
scribed in Chapter Four to estimate a ball-park range of costs for each district.  
These cost estimates are approximate only, and are intended to provide other 
jurisdictions with a general sense of what comparable pedestrian-oriented 
neighborhoods cost to create and built.   
 
 

A. Organization 
 
Each case study cost estimate includes an overview worksheet that summa-
rizes the costs by roadway in the district or other major element of the dis-
trict (such as a pedestrian plaza).  Each summary sheet also calculates a total 
linear foot cost (high and low) for all the pedestrian improvements contained 
in each pedestrian district case study.  The overview worksheet is followed by 
one worksheet for each roadway or district element, which provides cost es-
timates for the pedestrian facilities present.  The costs listed represent 2005 
costs. 
 
 

B. Assumptions 
 
For each case study cost estimate, the basic roadway infrastructure was as-
sumed to be in place; therefore, the estimates do not include the costs to build 
the roads themselves, sidewalks or curb and gutter in the estimates.  A range 
of costs for each item located in the pedestrian district is provided as the exact 
model type and the actual costs are unknown or outdated.   
 
The unit counts for the pedestrian facilities located in the districts are esti-
mates only, based on fieldwork and an examination of aerial photographs of 
each neighborhood. 
 
In addition, as described in Chapter Three, two of the case study sites (Haci-
enda Business Park and the Hercules Waterfront District) are places that have 
the potential to be good pedestrian districts, but have not yet become truly 
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walkable environments.  In these instances, the case studies not only describe 
the existing pedestrian infrastructure found in these places, but provide rec-
ommendations and directions for future improvements.  Therefore, the cost 
estimates for those two sites includes costs for the recommended future im-
provements contained in the case studies.   
 
Finally, it is important to note that in each case study cost estimate, the great-
est expense tends to be the installation of traffic signals at roadway intersec-
tions.  The installation of traffic signals is typically driven by vehicular traffic 
demands and not pedestrian needs; therefore the actual costs to create a dis-
trict with an effective and rich network of pedestrian facilities may be cheaper 
than these cost estimates suggest.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 








































































































